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leave Renouvier to fight out with the pundits of Socialism
whether or no he was a Socialist; a Marxist he certainly was
not, but there are many mansions in Socialism, including one
for impenitent Liberals. Others, not concerning themselves
with his Liberalism, would see in him only a moralist, wrongly
identifying the political with the moral order, blind not merely
to the moral relativity of human action but to the positive
results of policies and undertakings that would not pass his
moral test. If it be implied by this that Renouvier was blind
to the contingencies of practical politics we can only reply
that the charge seems to us unproven: Renouvier appears to
have had his feet as firmly planted on the ground as any more
" practical " or " realist " political thinker. If, on the other
hand, it be implied that politics and ethics form two distinct
compartments of life, the reader of this book will not be sur-
prised if we say that political thought would be the better for
more moralists, from Plato to Renouvier, to consider politics
sub specie #temitatis, and to insist on the individual conscience
as the sole ultimate engine of real advance. "What we lack,*'
wrote Renouvier immediately after the Franco-Prussian War,
" the want of which exposes us in religion to the death of the
soul and in politics to the ruin of all civic action and thereby
to the decay of the country, is not so much the perception of
the real seat of effective and true rights and wills in all things
as the firm resolution to exercise those wills, and either frankly
to face their opposition or to harmonize them at any price."1
His words are still true.
1 Critique pkilosopMque, 1872, i., p. 227.